



Veröffentlichungsversion / Published Version
Sammelwerksbeitrag / collection article
Empfohlene Zitierung / Suggested Citation:
Engels, A. (2006). Introduction. In K.-S. Rehberg (Ed.), Soziale Ungleichheit, kulturelle Unterschiede: Verhandlungen
des 32. Kongresses der Deutschen Gesellschaft für Soziologie in München. Teilbd. 1 und 2 (pp. 1-4305). Frankfurt am
Main: Campus Verl. https://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:0168-ssoar-156076
Nutzungsbedingungen:
Dieser Text wird unter einer Deposit-Lizenz (Keine
Weiterverbreitung - keine Bearbeitung) zur Verfügung gestellt.
Gewährt wird ein nicht exklusives, nicht übertragbares,
persönliches und beschränktes Recht auf Nutzung dieses
Dokuments. Dieses Dokument ist ausschließlich für
den persönlichen, nicht-kommerziellen Gebrauch bestimmt.
Auf sämtlichen Kopien dieses Dokuments müssen alle
Urheberrechtshinweise und sonstigen Hinweise auf gesetzlichen
Schutz beibehalten werden. Sie dürfen dieses Dokument
nicht in irgendeiner Weise abändern, noch dürfen Sie
dieses Dokument für öffentliche oder kommerzielle Zwecke
vervielfältigen, öffentlich ausstellen, aufführen, vertreiben oder
anderweitig nutzen.
Mit der Verwendung dieses Dokuments erkennen Sie die
Nutzungsbedingungen an.
Terms of use:
This document is made available under Deposit Licence (No
Redistribution - no modifications). We grant a non-exclusive, non-
transferable, individual and limited right to using this document.
This document is solely intended for your personal, non-
commercial use. All of the copies of this documents must retain
all copyright information and other information regarding legal
protection. You are not allowed to alter this document in any
way, to copy it for public or commercial purposes, to exhibit the
document in public, to perform, distribute or otherwise use the
document in public.




Anita Engels  
The broader background from which this ad-hoc session was able to draw basic 
ideas is the ongoing intellectual work of a larger group of authors working on sci-
ence in the non-West, the spread of scientific knowledge and the prevalent 
eurocentric accounts of this as a diffusion process from center to periphery. Moti-
vated by the fact that India was the guest country of this DGS Congress, Anita 
Engels and Dhruv Raina organised a small selection of contributions on science in the 
context of postcolonial India. Science is often conceptualized as one or even the 
core institution of modernity. As part of a hegemonic project, science appears to be 
intricately linked to questions of politics and identity. The narratives on how science 
as an institution emerged in a non-Western setting, and what cultural shifts evolved 
from this encounter in both directions involves critical interactions of the philoso-
phy, the history and the sociology of science. The ad-hoc session attempted to meet 
this challenge by two very different, though complementary perspectives. 
The first contribution by Dhruv Raina, a philosopher of science from the Jawa-
harlal Nehru University in New Delhi, introduced a both conceptual and genealogic 
account of past and current narratives of science and Indian modernity. Raina dis-
tinguished three broad frames in which narratives formed: orientalism, nationalism 
and post-colonialism, but also pointed at continuities accross these frames. The 
second contribution by Benjamin Zachariah, a historian of science of the University of 
Sheffield, presented elements of an intellectual history of the Indian chemist P. C. 
Ray. Ray stands for a scientist, a teacher of science and an intellectual in a colonial, 
later postcolonial Indian context in which science becomes an important source of 
both political legitimation and identity formation. Dietmar Rothermund finally, a histo-
rian and Prof. Emeritus of the South Asia Institute at Ruprecht-Karls-University in 
Heidelberg, positioned his comments on the two contributions in the context of 
some general remarks on the study of the social context of the sciences and sug-
gests that collectives of thought, or collectives of scholars (as employed by Ludwig 
Fleck and David Hull) can be used as a concept to deal with some of the questions 
raised in this session. 
